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REMARKS 



Summary of Amendments 



• Paragraph 0101 ofthe specification has been amended as kindly suggested by 
Examiner m the penultimate sentence on page 8 of the present Office action. 

* Sl°1-^ ?i ^ canceled. Claims 3 and 8 have been rewritten to include all 
of the limitations of claims 1 and 6. rurtbctmorc, tlic dcpeudenclcs of claims 4 
and 5 as well as of clamis 9 and 1 0 have been accordingly anwnded so that these 
twn pairs of claims depend respectively fiom claims 3 and 8. 

- lo Applicant's previous amendment, submitted March 29, 2004 but not 
«rtered. the recitation "a magneto-optical section . . . for aslsctively rotating 
the polarization platie of Incident light of at least two wavelengths" was 
^posed. In commentary generously supplied in the note on the 
J^onttnuation Sheet" appended to the Advisory Action, the Examiner writes, 
a new issue would be raised a$ to the meaning of 'wlectively rotattne* as 
proposed." * 

selectively- has been omitted from the recitation "two magneto-optical parts 

tor rotatmg the polarization plane ofincident light ofat least two 
wavelengths." 

* «J*^if ^ ^ ''aimrphous diamond-like carbon thin 

mm. Claim 17 has In turn been amended to accoid vritih this revision to claim 16. 

Objections - SpeeyicatiQn 

specification lias been objected to for failmg to provide antecedent basis for the 
recitation m claims land 6 of a "selectively resonant sixuctme." . "^"^^ 

n«.it«tifJ^ / f"** f cancelled. In rewriting claims 3 and 8 to incoipomie the 

^tations of claims I and 6. the temi "selectively" has been omitted from the ^^'T 
sdecUvely resonant structure" in liie recitation "dielectric multi-layer films . . . disposed on 
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Claim R^edionS' 35 VS.CL§ 102 

Claims 16 a nd 17: AnUionv et al. ^7^1 

Aiiflionyetal. isdirertedto--attdonIyto-^»o/j^rK^r^^^^^^ 

The inventive suyect matter as recited in claim 16 is directed exclusively to 

^tT^^"":^^^^^^^^'- Nevertheless, in thepresent Office'^action. the 
KMmmer has pointed out thai the expression "diamond-like carbon" as used in claim 16 of 
&e present application could be construed by usage in the art as encompassiiJ^Slline 

Office action, the Examiner has written that while he concurs &at Anthony I discW 

IS Clearly insufficient to distinguish over crystalline or polyciystallinejBlms." 

carbon^XT^^iiSf iT'^ri^^^ 1 6 to recite an 'W^Acu. diamond-like 
caroon thin film. In addition, the recitation "incoipQtatinB hydrogen" has been deleted. 

Accordingly, it is believed that the present revision ofclaim 16 is sufficient to 

films, and that Anthony et aL do not anticipate the diamond-like carbon thin film aTfte 
present mvenUou as r»s«itBd in claim 16. «uuuu uan nim oi me 

Applicant's piwvxous reply noted: 

InJ^tet?^!'^* "amorphous" is not used, but heca„se 

low-teinpemtme CVD deposition Oirmot result in mono- or polyciystaUine 
^monj It IS respectfully submitted that persons skilled in the art would 
R^^'t deposition^] used in the present invention 

^oS^li DlS ^^^^^ 



wrote: 



Intuttj, in the presnit OfiEiee action the Examiner 

Thus, it appears that one of ofriixMny skill would hi^ve recognized that the 
raethod . disclosed in tfie instant specification inheremly yields only 
<7mo/77/rox«; diamond-like carbon films. vmy 
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It is noted that the aniendment made to claim 1 ie tr, ^i-^^^Ur « w 
Futthermore, it is respeceBUly sobouttcd that daim I« .»w rcdteS^iiSii. o^Sf™'- 

'dimJl6^S^!? ^'f L""" ■* "■"^ page of th= AdvlaoQ, Acaon nies 

Claims 1, 5, 6 and 13: Matsushita et aL (20Q2/Q063941 4^) 

'/f*.^ canceled, and claims 3 and 8 have bec» rewritten to include «ii .*r 
fte himtations of their respective base claims, namely, claims 1^^ iacluJcall of 

Q c.f p™ M®^<°^^ action on the merits in the present case, particularly as noted on nase 

n.„if ;«i ^ ''^ Office action the Examiner states, "The structure disclosed for selectine 

characteristics, such features are not yet proposed to be inclu^^ 

It is believed that the limitations of claims 3 and 8, now rewritten as inA^r^^^* 

el«.ms 1. 5, 6 and 13 und« this section of thefinai Office actionhaa be«aov^^ 
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Claim HafeeHam - SS V,S.C. § 103 

a^ms 4 and 10; Matsushita ^x^\ i« p^ ^qt, np i \ 

Claims 4 and 10 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) over Hic Matsushita et 
reference m view of Japanese Pat. App. No. Pub. HI 1-030770 in^tSj^^S^Caf Ltd. 

11 Accordingly, AppUcioiL courteously urges that this application is in conditid« 

Respectftjlly submitted. 



May 26, 2004 
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